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October 13,2003 

Cnalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoprlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel orrongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghw, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlots 
what new produccS they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect What consumen llke me 
actually w n t .  and n could result In me belng charged more money Tor Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgnal televlrlon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Vlctor Lewls 
213 Beechtree Drlve 
Cary, NC 27513 
USA 
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October 1 3 .  2003 

Chairman Hichael K Povell 
Federal Communications Commission 
1 4 5  12th Street. NW 
'dashington D C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag'' technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
sr.rongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for then customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto  features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists vhat new products they can create This vi11 result in products 
that. don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Tim Zielinski 
2 4 8 2  S 9'3th Street 
Wsst. Allis. UI 5 3 2 2 7  
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Chairman Hichael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
115 12th Street. NW 
Pashington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Hichael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adODtion of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digitai television As a consumer and ;itinen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation consumer rights. and the 
ult.imate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandatc I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Charles TJlrich 
2 3 4 5  N Harrison 
East Lansing. MI 48823 
USA 
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October 12. 2003 

Chairman Hichael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
115 12th Street. NW 
Uashington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
lultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Janella Slaga 
2 8 3 5  Harrison St $3 
San Francisco. CA 34110 
USA 
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Octobet 12.2003 

Chuman Michael K Powell 
F e d d  COmmmiCahMD Commbdm 
445 I:th Street, h'W 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I un witiq to voice my oppodth to my FCC-medated sdop+ion of"broadcM flag" t e c h d o g r  for di@ tekv&m h a conrumer 
and n h .  I feel #mqly  h t  such L policy would be bad for innovatim, commw n@b. and the ultimate I d o p h  of DTV 

.9 mbuot, competitive market for COnlUmR ekctmnica myyt be rooted m manufaomen' ability to w v n t e  for udr clvtomm WOWhg 
mo\$e otudmr to veto feaiuren of MV-rccepb'on equipment will mat& the rtudins to tell techn&@a w b t  new product, they can 
create Thi, will renu1 in product, that dM?necer,lrily reflect what conrumen like me aduauy want. md it could r e d t  
chagrd more money for infaiar hmctimslity 

If the FCC h e n  a broadcut flq mandate, I would d y  be leu ljkely to mnke M vlvenbnent in DiT-cnpabk receivao md other 
equipment I will not pny more fa devices that limit my r@b at the beklf of Hollywood Plense b nnt m d d t e  broadcast @ 
techdogy for %tal tehvisim Tnonk you for your time 

Smcaely, 

Stepkn ,bleach 
I2342 Mmtnna Avc *I  
Loo Angrlei, CA 90049 
USA 

me being 
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October 27, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K Powell 
Feaeral Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposnlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcad flag" technology for dlglbl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed for Innmtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DN 

A robust, c o m p e t m  market for consumer eledronlco must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty b Innmate for thelr 
customers Allwlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studles to tcll technologlsb 
what new product9 they can create Thls WIN result In producb that don't necessarlly reflect wnat consumers Ilkc me 
actually wsnt. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlght9 at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Chad Russell 
401 McElroy Dr 
Odord, MS 38655 
USA 



October 27, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchael K POWII 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 ?ah Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchnel Powell, 

I am wrltlng b Yelee my opposflon to any FCCmlndlted adoplon of "broadcast flag" technology lor digital television AS a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that luch a pollcy vnuld be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competnlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manulacturers' ablllty to I n n m b  lor thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features ot DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the *udloa to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thla wlll result In prodUaP thnt don't necessarlly refled what consumers llke me 
actually vmnt, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonslny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Holllp~aod Please do not mandate 
bmadcastflag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your tlrne 

Slncerely. 

BenJamln Despres 
80 Webater Awe 
Bangor, ME 04401 
USA 
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October 27, 2003 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal C O ~ W C l b O n S  Cornnusoion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am Wnbng to voice my opposibon to any FCC-mandated adopbon of "broadcast fl& te&-,ology for dptd 
telmsion. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongiy that such a pobcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghk, and the dhrnnte adopbon of DW. 

A robust, compebbve mvket for consumer electromcs must be rooted Ln manuficturerd a b k y  to movate  for 
their customers. hlloaingmome studos to veto features of Dn'-recephon equrpen t  mll enable the stud~os to 
tell technologists vhat new products they cm create. ? h a  wll result in products that don't neceisanly reflect 
what consumers hke me actually uranf and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
funcbond y. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flog mandate, I would ichially be less bkely to make an mvesrment m DTV-capible 
receivers and other equpment I wdl not pay more for dmces that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Pleise do not mandate broadcast flag technology for & g d  telmslon. Thank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Michael Sattler 
53 Sutes Street 
Sm Francisco, CA 94114 
USA 



Ocrober 27.2003 

Chauman Michael K Powell 
Fed& Cnmmunicabm Cmnmio~m 
445 12th Street. NW 
Wnihin$ton, D C 20554 

Deer Michncl Powell, 

I am x n h g  to voice my oppoaiticm to any FCC-manbted adopticm of "broadcart fLg" teciuubgy fu digital b!mi&cm A, a cmuumer 
and a h .  I feel lewy thet iuch 8 poky would be bad fcu innovah, cmumer *b. end Lhe u l h a t e  dOp'X8I of DTV 

A robut. cmpetitive merht foo ccnmer ehrtmnici rut be rooted in manufacmen' ability to Y L M V ~  fm thdr NRmnm Woh8 
movie ntudioi to veto feanvei of DTV-recepiinn equipment wJl enable the nMioi  to tell technoloebb what new product, they CM 

m a t e  h mll reeult in prnductl that don't necenarily reflect w b t  enruumm U e  me u t d y  want, uui it could r e d t  in me bcing 
c h g e d  more money for inferior f u n c t i d t y  

Iflhr FCC hue ,  a broadcut Q mMdrte, I would lctunlly be hn Uely to m e k  M inveIbnrnt in D'W-c~pnbh rcceivao snd other 
equipment I uill not pny mom fcu device, that limit my nghtr at tho beheit of Hollywood Pleue do not mnndetr hadcut 4 
techwbgy for &tal tehvkan Ihanlr you fcu y o u  time 

smm1y. 

John Saundm 
20904 Buchwood St 
Farmin#on, MI 48336 
USA 
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October 2 7  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. 1IW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adopt.ion of DTV 

A robust 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Jason Fritcher 
2 4 4 5  E Del Mar Blvd 0 2 2 7  
Pasadena. CA 91107 
USA 

competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
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O n o b a  27,2003 

C u u m m  M U M  K Powell 
Fed& Cmmunicationi Cmmiosim 
445 12th Street, hW 
\Varhin@on. D C 2055.4 

Dear Micharl Powell, 

I m witin$ to voics my oppomtim to my -tCC.rndated dwon of "tanadcan flag" techdog). fu digitd televisicm Al L CO~NIIIR 

and citiun. I feel lwngly the1 iuch a policy would be bad fax hovation. conoume fights. and the ultimate ndopbbn of DTV 

A rnbuot. competitive market for cmmer e l e c h e i c ~  m u t  be rooted in m m u f n m e n '  ability to movate for heir m m m  PLuo~ng 
morie rmdiom to veto feanueo of Mb'-recepiion equipment will enable the rtudioa to tell techmbgistr what m pmducb they CM 

create n!j~ wll n d t  u1 productr that dm? nece r sdy  r e h t  what c m e n  likr me achlauy want, and it could n d t  in me being 
c b p d  more money fax inferior h&n&ty 

If the FCC Lsues n bmadcut flq mmndntc, I would acnuUy be LB likely to m& M i n v e h f n t  in Mb'-cipnbL recdvern d other 
equipment I u 4  not pay more f a  &vice# that h i t  my n&hb nt the behent of H d y o o d  h u e  do not mandate brepdcut iLg 
rechnology for digital telewdon Tnmk you for y o u  time 

Smerelg, 

C i q  Hughrr 
157 Waynde Rd 
Porlola Valley. CA 94018 
LISA 
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October 27, 2003 

Ch~lrman Mlchael K PWII 
Federal Communlntlons cornmisolon 
445 1Rh Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrltlng to voke my oppostlon to any FCCrnandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lg tn televlolon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel nrongly that such a pollcy would be bad lor Innomtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon 01 DTV 

A robust competnlve market for consumer electronlw must be rooted In manutacturen' ablllty to lnnmte lor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle stud109 to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlols 
what new proaucu they can create Thls wlII result In products that don't necesrarlly reflect What consumen llke me 
actually wsnt. and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor lunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less I l b l y  to make an Investment In DN-capable reCelver9 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Lance Herron 
4815 Westgrove #1707 
Addloon, TX 75001 
USA 



Roger- 
1210 NW 3rd Ave. 
Gainesville. FL 3261 1 
326014911 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sneet. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dearchairman Michael K Powell: 

As a professor of media studies, I urge the Federal Communications Commission to vote against the adoption 
of a “broadcast flag.” I am outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation would restrict the way I employ 
television. both in my scholarship and in my everyday consumption. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest MI the public’s interest It will prevent me ftom watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently eqoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restnct my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing ftom rmm-to-room and placeto-place. The 
classroom experience in many of my classes would be si&icantIy diminished-imagine not being able to 
show my students clips of the. Rodney King footage in a class about race and televisioa for example. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and Wends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot fieely receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven‘t even thought of? I value 
innovative devices Like TiVo, RsplayTV and the Wmdows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelf computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more Goyable, flexible. and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a collsumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current c o n s m r  elecaonics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to pmmte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Roger Beebe 

1 



rex henderson 
7 17-106 sw 75th st 
gainesville.fl 32607 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th strest, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American collsulws have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consu~ws must use rn order to watch dgital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of o p e n ~ o m  software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conlributions and umstant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source. implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmddators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers fium innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch 'W, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource. software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
p r o m e  the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

rex hendemon 

1 



lodell Bumaiai 
POB 594 
Santa Cruz, CA 9506 1 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
wlll mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consmrs  must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conuibdons and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag d e  advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource pmgrammers from innovating in field of digital 
oommunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do m r e  with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a complder using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Jodell Bumatai 

1 



Doug Addison 
1308 Sloane Boulevard 
Plainfield NJO7060 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th StreeL Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

The tenens of ftee enterprise must never encroach upon our rights as Americans as guaranteed by the 
cosntitution 

when the founding fathers k l a r e d  us as a nation based on the blessings of liberty, they declared us &e of all 
such oppression; doubtlessly they would view such actions contemplated on behalf of commercial interests as 
overreaching the public good Moreover, these times ofeconomic scarsity require a new libaty in creating 
and pursuing wealth, not opressionist restrictions on behalf oh those unable to address the change otherwise 
and more effectively. 

Remmber your mandate to serve and who pays for your service: we the people. 

Sincerely, 

Doug Addison 

1 



Jonathan Yavner 
330 &cde Island Ave. 
Chew Hill M 08002 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal communications Commission 
445 12th street Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear chairman Michael IC Powell: 

Thousands of Amxican consmrs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcart flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive dietal television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast 5ag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer progr;unmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the sohare. Their coneibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implmntatians of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource prograrmners from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be. able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovatlve new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast 5ag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television m i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Jonathan Yavner 

1 



Michael Napier 
4458 282nd St 
Toledo. OH 4361 I 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 lZthStreet,Nw 
Washingto4 D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to joip them As a user of o p s o m  software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
wlll mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

My family currently uses a fie. software profpan, MythTV, to record and view TV programs. The computer 
we use this on is a very cheap PC that I put together myself fiom various spare parts I have collected. TiVo is 
an option h m  my satellite provider but it costs almost $600.00. My family is on a limited budget. I built the 
MythTV box myself for under $150.00 and, of come, the software was fim 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the F C  stand for "Federal Computer control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the s o w e  licenses or computer operating systems 
that cnnswxrs must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-om software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag d e  advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
Communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do mre with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in additionto making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Napier 

1 



Paul Rue1 
440 Lake Shore Drive 
Duxbtuy, MA 02332 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would resnict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me 6om watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways I currently enjoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will reshict my 
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing &om rmm-to-rwm and place-to-place. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows ushg my choice of 
soflware on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high s c h l  football game to family and friends. 

Furthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television. how can I expect creative developers to 
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayW and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive. otf lheshelf  computer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make thf 
exciting, what compelling reaFon do I have as a CI 

picture is bardy enough reason for me to dispensi 
equipmt .  As a citizen and viewer of broadcast t' 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast f 

Sincerely, 

Paul Rue1 

,ublic's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
smer to buy new digital television equipment'? A prettier 
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Donald C. Wolski 
P.O. Box 420 
Bayside, CA 95524 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

Thousands of h r i c a n  consuwrs have already expressedtheiu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to jointhem As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcasr flag will make the FCC s t d  for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consmrs  must use m order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer progmmnws and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their coneibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
modulators i d  demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do mre with 
television programrmng, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumem will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasom I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Donald C. Wolski 
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Gregory De- 
24 Pome St 
Portland, ME 04101 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a consumer, I am deeply concerned that the F e d 4  Communications Commission is considering the. 
adoption of a "broadcast flag.," as requested by the MPPA This is an idea that serves the Motion Picture 
industry, but is not in the public's inteest nor the computer indu~ay's interest. The best thing the FCC could 
do for the public is to stand up to the MPAA and tell them unequivocally, "No broadcast flag, now or ever, 
end of discussion!" 

I have been waiting a long time to upgrade my home entertainment system to digital. Part of the ideal of 
digital television is that it can be stored on devices built fiom off the shelf home computer technology. For 
example, as you know a TiVo video recorder is essentially a home computer running the LinuX opefathg 
system that has been dedicated to function as a video recorder. Next genemtion devices will integrate the 
funaim of a digital video -der with desktop or laptop computers, video game consoles, and PDAs. It is 
good for the computer induhy and good for consumers if these devices can work using any computer 
operating system. including Flee Software operating systems such as Linux. By allowing a broadcast flag and 
maadatiug that software systems use it as intended, the FCC would be sounding the death knell to Free 
Software. No computer, PDA, console, or other digital system running a Free. OS would be possible. This will 
limit consumer choice and innovation in the computer software developer community. Just few years ago 
TiVo, ReplayTV, and the Windows Media Center PC didn't exist, but now they are changing the way 
cons- can enjoy broadcast television. Who knows what further innovations could come out of the Flee 
Software Community and the Computer industry in the next few years? No one will, because the broadcast 
flag will hamstring innovative development in the home video arena. 

The vision of computerhome video convergence is that in the very near future. consumers will be able to 
store high quality digital video to watch at a time and place convenient for them Who wouldn't like to keep a 
video clip of their child hitting a home run grabbed from the local evening news on their PDA? Or be able to 
download their favorite broadcast sitcom. drama, or news show to their laptop to watch on their morniug 
commute? Who wouldn't like. to be able to grab digital video shows fiom their cable and send it by their home 
computer network to combination televisiodcomputers m whatever room they w a n d  to watch it on. 
whenever they wanted to watch it? The MPAA would like to kill all of these possibilities by their selfish 
demand for a broadcast flag. They are anxious that people will grab e& television programs and share them 
with fiends and strangers. This is an unrealistic fear because the internet bandwidth available to consumm is 
not large enough to make this enticing to mst people. But even if a small percentage of HDTV video pirates 
traded shows, would th is  really ham the Motion Picture indusuy? As you re&r, the MPAA also lobbied 
against VCRS when they were just becoming popular with consumers. As it tuned out, the VCR was the best 
thing to happen to the Motion Picture industry. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience mre enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my c m t  consmr electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television. I urge you to promote the digital television 
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transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

sincerely, 

-gory - I 
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FbnAch  
23 Houde St. 
Marlboro, MA01752 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal communications Commission 
445 12th street Nw 
Wasbugton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of elemonics and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am displeased that the FCC 
would consider a regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television, and markedly restrict the options 
available to the computer industry. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest It will prevent me from watching digital 
broadcast television in the ways 1 cmently enJoy analog broadcast television-for example, it will restrict my 
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing f?om room-m-room and placeto-place. Not 
to mention limit my creativity in creating derivitive works. 

The broadcast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my cboice of 
software on a plane or train. or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and fiends. 

Furth-re, if computers cannot b l y  rweive digital television, how can we expect creative developers to 
be. motivated to create new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I 
value innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center F'C. which exist today because 
they were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-theshelfcomputer parts. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A p d e r  
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer elecmnics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promte the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Ron Achin 
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JustinGombos 
2730 San Rafael Ave SE 
Albuquerque. NM 87106 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th StreeG Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael IC Powell: 

Thousands of American comumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to joip them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Co&ul" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use rn order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource softwa are. 
computer p r o p u u m r s  and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software.. Their contributions and CQnStant 

innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demcdulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do mre with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways wnsumers are 
able to watch W,  consumen will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television. 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &g it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

** I will boycott by not buying or viewing a digital televisian ** 

Sioerely, 

Justin Gombos 
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James Gregory Davidson 
623 I Branhug Street 
San Diego, CA 92122 

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Chairman Michael K Powell: 

My father-in-law was bed-ridden for the last year of his life. We got him a TWO, which allowed him 

to personalize and timeshift the television he spent so much of his time watching. The TIVO uses 

Linux. an Open Source software system. 

This is only one excellent application of Open Source and innovation which would be desnoyed by the 

adoption of a "broadcast flag". Please oppose this erosion of fair use and consumer c ~ r o l  of their 

television viewing. This ill-considered device will not stop piracy. it will simply subject American 

citizens to the contml of media corprations who would like them to bemm passive consumers glued 

to the tube. 

Sincerely, 

James Gregory Davidson 
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